" ‘Reagantomoderats his course. 4%‘*’13-“-"

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/07/22 : CIA-RDP90-00806R000200980103-8

ARTICLE APPEARED
ON PAGE -/ 4

SovietIs Saziz' to Wazt and Watcb
s Poz’zc.'

B

NEW YORK TIMES
27 JuLY 1931

STAT

‘fu'

T ke Sizape

Jq}*

et

E As Rea;an

WASHZNGTON- J’uly 28 Diplonms

' trom Eastern and Western Eumpthava

cgnduded that, foe the time being: Mos.;

cow has settied on a-wait-and-jee strat-

! egy toward the Reagan Administration.
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L“"'sgmc diplomata report that Sovict of-
ﬂciﬂshnvowldthemthatmuchc-
' ticn i Moscow, that is prepared:t to wait, | ..
but notivery. Iong, and that aiready be=if:,
-[levea:the: Reagan Adminstrat!om wlll
neverdnna.iﬂmmr;e.#. b
B Mmm of commmalplo-
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-Sgviet ommmuwmdmb-

; mats here.and privats visitors wMa-
' cow-of=!‘real-dangery’"and: *"poaalblc
confrontations:” thatlfe ahead if Presi.

dent Rupndnnmtdurhlshud—hnu
.policies. Burat the same timé; theyrond
tinue to expressthe hope that thexreak’;

ities’* “of dnunsﬂc economic trwblea

‘and pmrr&vm am.uur forcs' Mr-:

Administration otficials. whospodar-
‘ize 1n Soviet affairs.and-non-Govern
'mentalexp-moffuedmmmhmdm
for this holding pattern of-ceither caus-
'ing ad roblems<inor= making:|

; concessions to the Reagan Administra-
.. tion. First, given Moscow’s own array of

¢ problems fam the econamy taAfghand.f -

>— smn.ltmambokra position to cause:
! more probiemsithan. there alrud:are“
|- Second, Soviet lsader>madedifficalt imm
tema} comprowaises. to launch: détents;:
l ard Lheymymtboetgwwtryform
} a new msunply Because of Mr.
Reagan’s public ‘statements on: thef
! Soviet UnionrThay: want,
. the President wilk go in tnnshting the
. statementsintoactiom.. d ;{-&
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1. In the meantime;, m,_.w"“"’"tham omxep:aeneeshmnd vitl-
; a.tlanndforthc(orca;.-a-,;_a-,-..vm—w~

! seeking to-keep Open: lines of
' cation. Last Friday; they agxudﬂ_wga_-
. surne buying yAmertcanygrain. fors the-{*
first time sincmthe lifting of the Améri
cangninemhnmm!mombm
.The Sovietlsader, Leonid I."Brezhnev;;
continues: tor-letzitz e~ known:; thatzhe:
would, ber prepared: 10- meetywith \lr.
- Reagan at any time. This isin conu-ut
to the postion he took four-yearsagothat
hewould not mest with President Cartar;
until amnhoenmphdm olannnm
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to split Western Eurcpe from the United
States or to use the-Eurvpean allfes to-
pmprumoanhinmmremmto
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talis, the- Russians usad ‘to.say-that'a
‘failure of the Reagan Administration to |
adhers to.the unratified SALT II treaty |
could lead to a breakdown:in: Soviet={
Amsdmrelaﬂm.Now,th:ymsay—
ing~“that" if" Washington- exceeds.the |
terms of any arms control: agreemm

. Moacaw will. respond mkind_'l'hemes-
sage here’seems to be that.tbcywi!l’
match: American . strategic programs.|.
that exceed armis control limits on a tits
for-tat basis rather than tossing all :‘ho
tnndauutenﬂnly. :

prtvatdy that they would not-withdraw ||

they are hinting that a deal could be
struck: Soviet forces out of Afghanistan
 in return for a sharp curtailment of the
pew American. Rapid Deployment
Force: Their argument is that since the
Administration explains the need for the:
Rapid Deployment Forcs as a respanse-
to the Soviet presence in Afghanistan,.

R private asides are far less threatening:

" hard-line Reagan foreign policy would

| heaxd from Soviet otficials six or more ¢

7. 90n’_the’ strategic: arms"lhniti:lm i!

. with the new Administration —although

+a.ii WA serious about an arms buildup, and

their troops-until they were firmly in |-
control.of the political sxmticn;.Now .

has made this decision in principle, them
say that the atmosptere in Moscow has.
soured bitterly toward Washington, but
they donot add that their superlurs bave
plzmed any countermoves. -

= qOm Poland, their public rhetoric and

than before. But conversations cn this
subjectalways seem (0 end with thenote
that if-necessary to maintain cunt.rol,
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Sxx months ago, the standard line of
“Soviet officials and diplomats was thata
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i 1ead rather qmckxy to increased Soviet
i activity against the United States. They
-talked. specifically - of.'a:-fundamental
msussment of. policy that;would be-

T eXperts, - Seweryn
Bhlor of Columbia Universuy said in
" interviews that Soviet leaders did lcok
.at the- alternatives to-détente at the
|- party congress and decided to try-to
keep some semblance of a nht!ons)np

' without making unilateral concessions.:

- At this time, Professor. Bialer and a’
number of Administration officials-be-
lieve that Sgviet leaders reckoned that
bad relations with Washington would be
‘more of a problem than good relations
Lvmh Western Europe would be a prize.
“In Professor Bialer’s words, ““They be-
¥ lieved that the Reagan Administration

“they were terribly afraid of an arms
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.. 300 China,, Soviet afficials have beer]
"erphatic- all’ along that an-Américan
dedsim-tosdl arms to-Peking- would.
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consequences. |
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